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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- tf NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply wrill, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 December 2004 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 25)0 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay le, 1935 CD. 11,453 O.G.213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-2 and 4-13 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

' 6)M Claim(s) 1-2 and 4-13 is/are reiected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the connection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed on December 27, 2004 has been entered. Claims 1 - 
2 and 5-13 have been amended. Claim 3 has been canceled. No claims have been 
added. Claims 1-2 and 4-13 are still pending in this application, with claims 1, 8, 12, 
and 13 being independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claims 1-2, and 4-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitations of "recording the occurrence" and " the 
predetermined event has not been recorded". It is unclear whether the event itself or the 
occurrence of the event (indication) is being recorded. 

Claims 8 and 12-13 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 1. 

Dependent claims 2, 4-7 and 9-1 1 are rejected for the same reasons as 
discussed with respect to independent claims 1, 8 and, 12-13. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 1-2 and 4-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Takeda. 



Application/Control Number: 09/743,702 
Art Unit: 2642 



Page 3 



Regarding claim 1, Takeda teaches a telephone-switching center (reads on 
switching system 3 In Fig. 2) coupled to a subscriber line (16 in Fig. 2) and an enhanced 
service apparatus (reads on SCF server 4 within SCP 1, see Fig. 1), the switching 
center having event detection means (reads on calling detection 14 within switching 
system 3, see Fig. 2) for recording the occurrence of a predetermined event associated 
with the subscriber line, and call processing means (reads on basic call processing part 
13 within switching system 3, see Fig. 2) responsive to an attempt to establish or 
terminate a call connection via the subscriber line to selectively either : notify the 
enhanced service processing apparatus of that attempt when an occurrence of the 
predetermined event has been recorded by the event detection means (see col. 6, lines 
14-30 and lines 39-44), receiving a switching control commands (see col. 7, lines 5-27) 
to establish or terminate said call ( terminating the call reads on step 89 in Fig. 8, see 
col. 7, lines 28-30), wherein the switching control commands are sent by the enhanced 
service processing apparatus (SCF 4 within SCP 1) in response to the notification, or 
establish or terminate said call connection without notifying the enhanced service 
apparatus (this basically reads on connection calls such as 1-800 toll free numbers, see 
also, col. 4, lines 39-50), when an occurrence of the predetermined event has not been 
recorded by the event detection means. 

Takeda does not specifically teach the feature of "recording the occurrence". 
However the claimed "recording" may simply read on "recording all calls (those that 
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require notification and those that do not) for billing purposes. The broadly claimed 
feature of "recording" also reads on the memory in the switch, which has lists of call 
types (those that require "IN calls" and those that do not). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the 
feature of recording "billing" information. For example, a non-IN call may be free and an 
IN call may be result in "recording" charges for billing the customer. 

Claims 8 and 12-13 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above 
with respect to claim 1 . Also, the claimed feature of "one or more predetermined events" 
reads on one or more call attempts. The claimed feature of "performing a selection of 
one of the following processing" is obvious. This may read for example on detecting the 
dialing of a 1-800 number at the SSP. 

Regarding claim 2, the processing means including a flag means, which is 
responsive to notification of said predetermined event (this basically reads on the armed 
trigger, see col. 5, lines 9-20 and col.6, lines 14-23). 

Claim 4 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 1 . Also, the flag reads on the armed trigger that is associated with the 
predetermined event of a called party in the event of a busy or no answer situation (see 
abstract, also col.1 1 , lines 9-21 ). 
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Regarding claim 5, the enhanced service processing apparatus has means to 
control the switching center in dependence on said flag state information (see col. 12, 
lines 16-23). 

Claim 6 reads on the event of activating the armed trigger in the case of reaching 
called party voice mail system because of a no answer or busy situation at the called 
party terminal (see col.1 1 , lines 8-20). 

Regarding claim 7, Takeda does not specifically teach a call charging system 
that charges the subscriber line in the event of exceeding a threshold value. However, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to add a charging means in Takeda system in order to charge the subscriber 
when, for example, he/she exceeds a threshold such as certain number of calls allowed 
with the service (e.g., certain number of "free" calls '). 

Claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 6. Also, the claimed feature of "one or more predetermined events" reads on one 
or more stored voice mail. 

Claim 10 basically recites that each time a user makes a call that will be counted 
in the parameter at the user terminal. Obviously if there is a limit on how many phone 
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calls a user can nnake each tinne a phone call will be placed, a trigger will be arnned 
when it reaches the threshold value. 

Claim 1 1 basically recites that there is no further notification message will be sent 
to the SCP until another event is detected. This is obvious, since a message will be sent 
when another call is detected. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Takeda fails to teach or suggest the limitation: "notify the 
enhanced service processing apparatus of that attempt". As previously explained by the 
examiner, on col. 6, lines 14-43 and specificallv on line 39-43 .Takeda teaches "when a 
trigger kind is of the N type, the notification message is sent to the SCP 1 (step 68). 
Takeda cleariy teaches notifying the SCP of the type of call received in order to find the 
appropriate treatment for that call. SinceTakeda teaches the processing of an IN calls, 
then, notification will be an inherent part between the switching system and the SCP. 

Also, applicant argues that Takeda fails to teach or suggest "the recordal of 
previously occurring events". The switching system 3 as shown in Fig. 2, discloses 
memory 12 which is made up of two elements: call processing routine 13 and an area 
14 for storing other control programs (i.e., call detection). Call processing 13 stores an 
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IN call management table for each call. Recording of the call at the time of detecting 
that call at the switching system and storing the call in a memory would have been 
obvious. Note that Takeda teaches a plurality of memories. The second memory means 
is exclusively for storing a plurality of records for the service control (see col. 3,lines 1- 
5). 

All other arguments are addressed in the above rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning tliis comnaunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad F. Matar, can be reached on (571) 272-7488. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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